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which might endanger our relations with Italy and the
existence of the Triple Alliance.39
It is easy to see why Szogyeny alleged that Bethmann
"in complete agreement" with him that Austria should
not inform Italy beforehand of action against Serbia. Like
most Austrian officials, he now wanted war with Serbia,
and by this statement encouraged Berchtold not to inform
Italy beforehand, for fear that Rome would let the cat out
of the bag at Belgrade, or at least that Italy would make
demands for territorial compensation which Austria had no
intention of giving. But this policy of deceiving Italy, or
of delaying to inform her, was so completely contrary to
the German attitude just before and after July 5, that one
is forced to doubt the accuracy of the Austrian Ambassa-
dor's assertion. Germany's whole effort in recent years had
been .to keep Italy loyal and to restrain Austria from doing
things in the Balkans which would unduly offend her, and
make her likely to abandon completely her treaty obliga-
tions in the Triple Alliance. On July 3 Tschirschky had
expressed to Berchtold Germany's unvarying attitude, by
reminding him of "Italy, which, in view of her relations as
an ally, ought to be consulted before the adoption of any
military action." Berchtold had replied: "If we should put
this question before the Cabinet at Rome, they would prob-
ably demand Valona as compensation, but we cannot con-
cede this."40
Similarly, a little later, on July 15, Jagow reiterated
Tschirschky's statement that Austria should inform Italy
beforehand: "It is, according to my opinion, of the greatest
importance that Austria should -come to an understanding
with the Cabinet at Rome as to her aims in case of a con-
flict with Serbia, and that she should hold her on her side,
39 Szogyeny to Berchtold, July 6, 5:10 P. M.; A.R.B., I, 7; Gooss, p,
32.   Cj. Berchtold to Merey in Rome, July 12; A.R.B., I, 16.
40 A.R.B.. I, 3.